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Federal Communications Commission

FCC Public Comments Office of the Secretary

445 17th Street SW
Washingteon, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovaticn, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cakle providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
raequires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1994, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {encoding rules) in docket no.
87-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's cr copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the f[reedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will gst even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top bozes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
John MacLeod

408 Worthington Dr
Winter Park, FL 32789-5248

No. of Copies rec’
List ABCIR rde

T ————

e




FILED/ACCEPTED

Jan 18, 2007 FEB 13 2007
i Federal ¢ .

FCC Public Comments al Communicationg Com i

445 12th Street SW UmWOHMSwmmzmwmm

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and zll
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intoc their own
set-top boxes, remains good poclicy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovaticn
and harming consumers. The integratien ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protecticn limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission receognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available, The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competiticn.

Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Timothy Wilkinson

170¢ Allegan St
Saginaw, MI 48602-2617
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FCC Public Comments Federat Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW Office of the Secretary
Washingteon, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integratien ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains gocod policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1896, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovaticn
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' akility
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adcpting content protecticn limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Alan Commike

1265 Hanchett Ave
San Jose, CA 95126-2604
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Federat Communications Commission
FCC Publie Comments Office of the Secretary
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Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innevation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you tc refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc their own
set-tcp boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1994, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration bkan will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions con cable subscribers' abkility
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content pretection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integraticn ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable~compatible device avallable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse reguests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Lee Hutchinson

2012 Island Manor Ln
League City, TX 77573-4611
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizocn, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act cof 1996, cakble
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
87-80, the Commission rececgnized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes., With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom toc choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device avallable. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Arthur Apostclopoulos

192 N Main St Apt ©
Salem, NH 030795-1829
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